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Literature Review
• Cultural representations of gays and lesbians have shifted over 
time (Alwood 1996; Gross 2001; Seidman 2002; Russo 1981; 
Walters 2001)
• Invisibility – The Polluted Homosexual – The Normal Gay 
(Seidman 2002)
• The Normal Gay is married (or at least aspires to marry)
• Marriage primarily benefits (white, middle-class) gay men 
(Ettelbrick 1992; Stein 2013; Walters 2001)
Literature Review, Continued
 Valverde (2006): The Respectable Same-Sex Couple
 News media coverage of same-sex weddings and Pride 
events, court proceedings and other legal documents
 Marriage de-sexualizes gays and lesbians
 Gays and lesbians vanish into heteronormativity
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Research Questions
 What do cultural representations of married gays and 
lesbians look like? 
 Do married gays and lesbians appear “normal” or 
“respectable”? And if so, in what ways?
 How do they compare to married heterosexuals? 
 Are there observable differences between the 
representations of gay men and lesbians?
Methods
 Wedding announcements in The New York Times
 NYT Sunday circulation: 1,257,958 
 NYT digital subscribers: 1,133,923
 The the most visible and prestigious in the US 
(Blumberg and Paul 1975)
 Once connected to the New York Social Register (Hatch 
and Hatch 1947) but has since become more inclusive 
and diverse
Methods: Sample
 Random sample of 902 announcements from June 2011 
through March of 2014
 Opposite-Sex: 70.6% (635) vs. Same-Sex: 29.4% (265)
 Gay Male: 69.8% (185) vs. Lesbian: 30.2% (80)
 Mean Age: 36 (entire sample); 32.5 (opposite-sex), 44.5 
(same-sex)
Methods: Coding Categories (a priori)
 From NYT’s website: “You must include the full names 
of the couple, the date of their event and the 
approximate time of day. We need their addresses, 
schooling and occupations. Also mention any 
noteworthy awards the couple have received, as well 
as charitable activities and special achievements. And 
tell us how the couple met.”

Findings: Professional Variables
Table 1A. Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Professional 
Accomplishment Variables, by Sexual Orientation
Table 1B.  Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Professional 
Accomplishment Variables, by Same-Sex Couple
Variable Opposite-Sex Same-Sex Variable Same-Sex
Gay Lesbian
Occupational Prestige (%) Occupational Prestige (%)***
Prestige Neutral 37.3 32.3 Prestige Neutral 25.9 47.4
Prestigious 37.8 35 Prestigious 37.3 29.5
Highly Prestigious 24.8 32.7 Highly Prestigious 36.8 23.1
# of Degrees (Mean/ S.D.) 3.37 (1.23) 3.4 (1.3) # of Degrees  (Mean/ S.D.) 3.42 (1.28) 3.35 (1.35)
Professional Accomplishments 
(Mean/ S.D.)*** .52 (1.12) 1.26 (1.79)
Professional Accomplishments 
(Mean/S.D) 1.32 (1.87) 1.13 (1.6)
Community Involvements (Mean/ 
S.D.)*** .17 (.55) .32 (.71)
Community Involvements 
(Mean/S.D.) .34 (.76) .29 (.58)
High Professional Accomplishments and Community Involvements
Findings: Religious Variables
Table 2A. Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Religion 
Variables, by Sexual Orientation
Table 2B.  Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Professional 






Gay (%) Lesbian (%)
Ceremony *** Ceremony
Religious 75 50.2 Religious 50.3 50
Secular 25 49.8 Secular 49.7 50
Venue*** Venue
House of Worship 30 14.7 House of Worship 14.6 15
Residence 7.7 15.5 Residence 15.7 15
Banquet Hall, etc. 46.7 40.8 Banquet Hall, etc. 39.5 43.8
Non-Traditional 12.4 15.8 Non-Traditional 17.8 11.3
Government Bldg. 3.1 13.2 Government Bldg. 12.4 15
Religious Ceremony and Venues
Religious Ceremony/ Venue Continued
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Findings: Family
Table 3A. Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Family 
Variables, by Sexual Orientation
Table 3B.  Weighted Descriptive Statistics of Family 
Variables, by Same-Sex Couple
Variable Opposite-Sex (%) Same-Sex  (%) Variable Same-Sex
Gay (%) Lesbian (%)
All Family All Family
Yes 23.7 21.9 Yes 20.5 25
No 76.3 78.1 No 79.5 75
Parental 
Occupation*** Parental Occupation
Yes 70.2 44.9 Yes 44.9 45
No 29.8 55.1 No 55.1 55
Surname Change*** Surname Change***
No Change 43.7 93.9 No Change 97.8 84.6
Adopted Spouse's 53.5 2.3 Adopted Spouse's 0.5 6.4
Hyphenated 2.8 3.8 Hyphenated 1.6 9
Parents Not Mentioned
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Conclusion #1: Same-Sex Couples
 Marriage, according to some critics, leads to homonormative assimilation: gays 
and lesbians appear identical to heterosexuals through marriage
 A juxtaposition of professional success and relative distance from religion and 
family
 Complicates the assumption of pure assimilation
Conclusion #2: Gay Men vs. Lesbians
 Gay male couples are overrepresented; lesbian couples are underrepresented 
 However, lesbians marry at a higher rate than do gay men (Badgett and 
Herman 2011; Gates, Badgett, and Ho 2008)
 A possible explanation: gay male couples violate wedding normativity (Kimport 
2012), making them more “interesting” to NYT editors 
